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Response to Amendment 

This Office Action is in response to a communication made on May 4, 2007. 
Claims 1-61 have been cancelled. 
Claims 62-109 have been newly added. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 62-66, 68-72, 74-79, 81-85, and 87-109 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Gupta (5913061). 

Regarding claims 62 and 93, Gupta teaches an application collaboration 
system, comprising: a central registry for maintaining configuration information for 
various components in the system, the configuration information comprising a first set of 
configuration information and a second set of configuration information (Column 5, lines 
55 - 63); and 

a first interface and a second interface, the first interface configured to 
communicate with a first application, and the second interface configured to 
communicate with a application (Column 5, lines 21 - 38), wherein the first and second 
applications are not capable of communicating directly with each other (Column 1 , lines 
44 - 57), wherein the first and second interfaces are coupled to each other and to the 
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central registry via a communications medium for enabling communication 
therebetween (Figure 3, elements 202 and the service modules for the central registry), 
wherein the first interface is capable of receiving the first set of configuration information 
from the central registry and implementing the first set of configuration information to 
operate in accordance therewith, wherein the second interface is capable of receiving 
the second set of configuration information from the central registry and implementing 
the second set of configuration information to operate in accordance therewith (Column 
1 1 , lines 40 - 51 ), and wherein the first interface and the second interface are capable 
of communicating with each other, without interacting with the central registry, to enable 
information to be exchanged between the first and the second applications (Column 5, 
lines 21 - 38; Column 1 , lines 48 - 57; where the service module sets up the application 
collaboration module and the connectors send communications through the application 
collaboration modules to communicate the data between the applications). 

Regarding clams 63 and 94, Gupta teaches the system of claims 62 and 93, 
wherein the first interface is capable of sending an update request to the central registry 
for a first set of updated configuration information, receiving the first set of updated 
configuration information from the central registry, and implementing the first set of 
updated configuration information to operate in accordance therewith, wherein 
implementing the first set of updated configuration information causes the first interface 
to change the manner in which it operates (Column 5, lines 55 - 57; Column 1 1 , lines 
40-51). 
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Regarding claims 69 and 98, Gupta teaches the system of claims 63 and 94, 
wherein the second interface is capable of sending an update request to the central 
registry for a second set of updated configuration information, receiving the second set 
of updated configuration information from the central registry, and implementing the 
second set of updated configuration to operate in accordance therewith, wherein 
implementing the second set of updated configuration information causes the second 
interface to change the manner in which it operates (Column 5, lines 55 - 57; Column 
1 1 , lines 40 - 51 , where each connector issues its own request and the configuration is 
based individually for each connector, see Column 10, lines 42 -45; 57 - 59). 

Regarding claims 76, 82, 102, and 106, Gupta teaches the system of claims 62 
and 93, wherein the central registry is capable of sending an alert to the first interface 
indicating that the first set of configuration information has been changed, and sending 
a first set of updated configuration information to the first interface, and wherein the first 
interface is capable of receiving the first set of updated configuration information from 
the central registry, and implementing the first set of updated configuration information 
to operate in accordance therewith, wherein implementing the first set of updated 
configuration information causes the first interface to change the manner in which it 
operates (Column 22, lines 9 - 24; automatic updates, where it works with both first and 
second connectors the same). 

Regarding claims 64, 70, 77, 83, 95, 99, 103, and 107, Gupta teaches the 
system of claims 63, 69, 76, 82, 94, 98, 102, and 106, wherein implementing the first set 
of updated configuration information causes the first interface to change the manner in 
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which it processes information that is sent to or received from the first application 
(Column 18, lines 1 -7). 

Regarding claims 65, 71, 78, 84, 96, 100, 104, and 108, Gupta teaches the 
system of claims 63, 69, 76, 82, 94, 98, 102, and 106, wherein implementing the first set 
of updated configuration information causes the first interface to change the manner in 
which it translates information received from the first application (Column 18, lines 1 - 
7). 

Regarding claims 66, 72, 79, 85, 97, 101, 105, and 109, Gupta teaches the 
system of claims 63, 69, 76, 82, 94, 98, 102, and 106, wherein implementing the first set 
of updated configuration information causes the first interface to change the manner in 
which it reformats information received from the first application (Column 18, lines 1 - 
7). 

Regarding claims 68, 74, 81, and 87, Gupta teaches the system of claims 63, 
69, 76, and 82, wherein implementing the first set of updated configuration information 
causes the first interface to implement a different set of business logic (Column 18, lines 
1-7). 

Regarding claims 75 and 88, Gupta teaches the system of claims 69 and 82, 
wherein the central registry comprises a user interface for enabling a user to change the 
first set of configuration information into the first set of updated configuration 
information, and to change the second set of configuration information into the second 
set of updated configuration information (Column 5, lines 55 - 63). 
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Regarding claim 89, Gupta teaches the system of claim 62, wherein the central 
registry is capable of storing the configuration information in both a first registry and a 
redundant registry, and wherein the central registry is capable of using the redundant 
registry if the first registry is unavailable (Column 3, line 60 - Column 4, line 6). 

Regarding claim 90, Gupta teaches the system of claim 62, wherein the first 
interface comprises a first interface module for interfacing with the first application, and 
a first interface queue for storing information that is received from or sent to the first 
application, and wherein the second interface comprises a second interface module for 
interfacing with the second application, a second interface queue for storing information 
that is received from or sent to the second application, and a third interface module for 
processing information stored in the first and second interface queues to enable 
information to be exchanged between the first and the second applications (Column 8, 
lines 15-31). 

Regarding claim 91, Gupta teaches the system of claim 90, wherein the first 
interface module is capable of receiving, processing, and storing a first set of 
information from the first application into the first interface queue, wherein the third 
interface module is capable of extracting and processing the first set of information from 
the first interface queue and storing a second set of information into the second 
interface queue, and wherein the second interface module is capable of extracting and 
processing the second set of information from the second interface queue, and 
interacting with the second application to enable information to be exchanged between 
the first application and the second application (Column 8, lines 15-31). 
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Regarding claim 92, Gupta teaches the system of claim 90, wherein the second 
interface module is capable of receiving, processing, and storing a first set of 
information from the second application into the second interface queue, wherein the 
third interface module is capable of extracting and processing the first set of information 
from the second interface queue and storing a second set of information into the first 
interface queue, and wherein the first interface module is capable of extracting and 
processing the second set of information from the first interface queue, and interacting 
with the first application to enable information to be exchanged between the second 
application and the first application (Column 8, lines 15-31). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 67, 73, 80, and 86 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gupta in view of Butterworth (5457797). 

Regarding claims 67, 73, 80, and 86, Gupta teaches the system of claim 63 
and configuring the way the interface behaves. 

Gupta does not explicitly indicate that the set of updated configuration 
information causes the interface to change the manner in which it performs load 
balancing. 
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Butterworth teaches a distributed enterprise application that allows its interface 
controls to perform load balancing (Column 21, lines 23 - 33). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Butterworth's teaching of enabling load balancing along with 
fail over in a distributed collaborative application system in order to prevent certain 
applications from becoming overburdened. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed May 4, 2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. The applicant argues that the connectors in Gupta cannot 
communicate data between applications without including the service module. The 
examiner disagrees, as seen in Column 12, lines 31 -46 that the Application 
Collaboration Modules actually controls the communication between the connectors and 
not the service module and the Collaboration modules are not part of the service 
modules as seen in Figure 3, elements 200 and 208. 

The examiner believes that with adding all new claims and the lengthy 
prosecution history that a phone interview might be recommended in an attempt to 
touch base on some of the issues and move this case towards allowability. 



Prior Art 
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The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

U. S. Patent No. 6779184 issued to Puri, because it teaches communication 
between applications with an immediatory for translation. 

U. S. Patent No. 6256676 issued to Taylor, because it teaches configuring the 
communication objects between applications. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin Bates whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3980. The examiner can normally be reached on 9 am - 5 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571 ) 272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

KB 

July 6, 2007 



